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to the decision of October 5, 1027; ‘as given on mm of ‘the Sixth.
Report, and may be vsed without a new decision under Rule B-13 of the
. ®Statement for Cuidance™s It would doubtless be better if the exist-
e decision were worded more definitely conecerning the mmy of
S e the mountains on the nmn. but I do not see that a restatement of
. the decision is essentin) for presemt M. or that uymomaty
oor confusion is nm,y to ariso. il

Sauts Glare jifver sud Solefad Gemyom t Ul
0 end %5 Cateatsod Dt Abs e’ sk, EDSl RS aeatyi

to & water featire sud Soladad Canyon to & land form, and that the two
may, and doubtless do, overlape BHoth these names seem 30 h uluo_

on one or another of the Tujunmge, San m. Sante W. Pire,
Santa Paula, Hueneme, (amulos, Nt. Buna, Acton, Ram,_é_;,_
Saugus, and Castiac qmdnngles, without decision under Rule:

B-22 of the "Statement for Cuidance®. The Geologicui Buryly doﬁhtkn
hes information as to those parts of the valley of Santa Clara River
where the character of the valley, or loeal usage, may ‘make 1% mzuuo
t0 add the canyon neme, If thore is eonfliect or wtaluw a8 to the
application of either or both names, then the Geological Survey should
submit a definite recommendation for a decision or t'or Muona wieh
mame in Pavor of the deciaiona that 1t desircs. i ;

Tujunga Canyon

: It should be recognized that the name _'I'_u_;m Creek is pu:epsrly
applicable to a water feature, end that the names  Tujunga Velley, Tujunga
. Canyon, end Tujunga Wash are properly applicable to land form features,




‘ -au;ltmm;q"matthmmvmumlynsﬁmtha
 seme map. The Geolog , ss has adequate momﬁon
: ame ;h}uﬁfl&dhytho character of the
; b ge atmwmtw;mh If there is -
~eonfliet or uncertainty as to the application of cne or more of the

names, then the Ceological Swrvey should submit a definite remenaa-rv

‘tion for = decision or for decisions with mabnce in favor thereof.
- Justification for the use of the name %m » without & new
" decision may be found in the existing isio J'ammrx 9, 1924, as

given on page 771 of the Jixth Report. The ms%@

| Yalley, =nd Iujunga fash are perhaps usable wi
% under nnxu B-19 a%—& of the "Statement for Guidanece®,

}htloulmscot"us'mjmm “"Big Tujunga Creek”, and -
"Big Tujunga Wash™ (?) mentioned in Mr. Stuck‘z letter of July 7,
1987, may invalidate sueh use, and raqn:lre dac:.uons uuder Rule A-G
»crm*asammrwmm«n. ek g

. Sam Antonio Peak (or xomtain)

The deeision of Fob, 2, 1se1, m on the queation of the nl. of
& Antonio as agaiaat g% North Bald Peak, or C1d Ba}_dz. This
_deeision, in the form in which it is printed in the 6%h Heport, seems
~ to be adequate, except as o use of the generic term, Acmrdina to

‘present practice, the use of a aomiptiva term, such as nmxntun, in
that part of the decision which follows the bold face name, is not

regarded as requiring that the word be used ss the generie part of the

up nm. ‘I believe that a mviaad &nision is unnecessary, -
Sap Antonio Antonio Ridge (ox mmmxns) ‘

: The nmame San Antonio iidge, as app].iod to the ridge in the Can
Cabriel muzu which extends west from Sem Antonio Pesk to the
7287-foot sumuit about 1 mile west of Irom Mountain, seems to have
been used only on the advance sheets of the Camp Baldy and Camp Bonita
quadrangles, I belleve thal it is en unnecessary name, which can be
omitted from the engraved maps, and that a formal decision is not
necessarye : 2 : ; e i

The name San Antonio Mountains as applied to a ridge in sees. 27,

28, 20, and 31, Ts 2 N,, Re 7 We, San Dernardino County, seems to have

been used only on the Cucemondas gquedrangles T believe this name is
unnecessary and cen be omitted from future editions withont a fomal
d“uiWo

The pame uan intonio B-xountain.s, ‘Which the Gacldgioal &n'vw repmrta

rashlvxng boenued on "en official county map” for s ridge in 7.3 Hey -

Bs. 8, 9, &i 10 U., Jog $86ehcg HRME‘Fer 9388 PON.E°TE WRnBRNSREST
Wth ecan be omitted rrcm the Geologlcal Survey's mpu
without rm-ml decisiom

: Irmcwlosimswv'bymmatommmm o Ridge
or Sen Antonio Mountains, as above, a roqnost for da"ﬁ'i% ﬁ
ted with propo:od dom:ltiom ;



___g_ﬁ R!‘Nr _a_n,g_ tributaries

3 !he name San cahrtdl Rim.u appllad to the min atrem mmd by
the oounmce of Prairie Fork with Vincent Culeh in sec. 16, Te 3 Nay
Ry 8'We, and that flows southwesterly, partly as. 1ntemttent drtlm.
 to Alemitos Bay, may be used without decision under fules B-19 and = _
. B-28 of the "Statement for Cuidamce”, - unless there be local usage in favor
of the name "East Fork Sen Gabriel river® vhich the coolmeal Suryvey used
‘on the "advance sheets” of the Mt, Baden Powell, Camp Tonita, and Camp Rincom
£ quu!raaglu. If there be such loezl usazé, then the hame should be submitted
.~ for decision undor Rule i=-8 of the "Statement for Guidances” The use of the
mame East Fork San Cabriel River on the above eited “"advance sheets" is not ?
a "published uzage', and in my opinion would not, in 1tse1f reqnire the
‘submitting of the name for decision under Rule A=Bs
The use of the msme San Gebriel Canyon for part of the velley of San
: Gabrhx River, as on the Pomona qusdrangle, my be . pemieaibla and perhaps
‘may be justified, but I believe that sueh 6 had best be awiﬁod ‘whenever
possible. I nwest that name be oui.ttpd, ecision requesteds 2
. The name North Fork oen Gabriel R_%%aa applied to the stream formed
by the eonfluence of soldier and COl k Orecks in secs 5, Te 2 Na, Re
9 We, is apparently u le without decision under Rules B-19 and Be22
of the "Statement for Guidam", unhn you m !m'omtion as’ %o other
loeal usage. ;

The name West mk ﬂ Gabriel m\m‘ as appned two the stm that
heads mear Hed Box Gap, 56Cs 14, Ts 2 5.. Re 12 e, should also be usable
without decisicn under Rules B-19 and B-22 ot *nn "stntament for ouhm
mtharebecontrarylocalusage., ’ A S

. w Beden-Powell

; m decision of Jenuary 7, 193!, printﬂd 4n the Gth Roport, page 118.
approving the above name, does not reject tht name Rorth Baldy Pesk as
applied to the 913)-oot peak in secs 14, Te 5 ey Re Re O Wa, 10s Angeles
County, Calif. The purpose of the decision was to avoid duplication, and
it should be assumed that "Not North Baldy" applies only to the peak that
was renamed. The Forest Service has continued to use the name North Baldy
Peak for the peak in sec. 14, Te 3 Ne, Re 8 W.y and otber organiuttona may
‘also do so witmnt & new decisions

Y In view of the above suggestions, you may perhapa vtlh to tithdrlw for ehri»
fication the rather indefinite requests for decisions: contained in Mr. Staack's
letter of July 7, 1937, and to submit ne' requests for decisions on thoee names
that ny m %o require them. , .

Executive Secretary.




